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5 REMARKS 

Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Office Action 

Claims 1-9 are rejected under 35 USC §1 12 first paragraph, because the best 
mode contemplated by the inventor has not been disclosed. Evidence of concealment of 
10 the best mode based upon one skilled in the art could not make or use the invention 

because they is no way to make the invention since the type of processor is not disclosed. 
It appears that the processor is an integrated circuit. Applicant should disclose a part 
number, in an amendment to the specification, if that is the case to overcome the 
rejection. 

15 The specification has been amended to indicate the particular circuit being used 

by the applicant within his working prototype. It is hoped that this amendment satisfies 
the request of the Examiner. 

The applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection. 

20 Paragraph 3 of the Office Action 

Claims 1-9 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the rejections 
under 35 USC §112 first paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

Based on the remarks of the Examiner, it is believed that claims 1-9 are now in 
condition for allowance. 
25 The applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection. 
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CONCLUSION 

10 In light of the foregoing amendments and remarks, early consideration and 

allowance of this application are most courteously solicited. 



Respectfully submitted, 



15 




Sean A. Kaufhold (Reg, No. 46,820) 
P.O.Box 131447 
Carlsbad, CA 92013 



20 (760)470-3368 FAX (760) 631-1557 
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